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The Thnd Step. 


HE Year Eighty Two preſenting ſome ri(© 
. to the Nonconformiſt for new thoughts 
about their returning into the Vineyard, 
upon the Expiration of one Claule in the Subſcrip- 
ticn required by the 4& for Unifermity, which was of 
deepeſt Reſentment to many,and the greateſt caule 
of their Ejection, it ſeemed rea{onable to me to ap- 
piy my felt to the Biſhop of the Diocels upon that 
Errand. It was not for any Preferment that I ſeek, 
(for I am not like to Conform {6 tar) but it was for a 
Liberty only of Preachins without Moleſtation,as with- 
out Emolument, which is in effect fos the licenſe only 
of exerciſing a piece of Self-denial, in coming out of 
a {tate of quict and caſe, into a ſtate of work, of care, 
of cenſure, that if it 1o pleaſe God, I might yet be 
ſome way ſerviceable to my Generation, and m 
Old Age not altogether unprofitable. Unto this 
end I Printed Jately four or five Sheets, entituling 
them, Two Steps im order hercunto, appointing my 


Book- 


(2) 


Bookſeller, as ſoon as they were done,to ſend them 


tothe Biſhop and Archbiſhop, with a Letter from 
me to both, the Contents whereof were, humbly to 
crave their pardon for my ſending thoſe Sheets, and 
their leave.to wait on them after due time of read- 
ding, to know their pleaſure, ſignifying my uawil- 


lingneſs to ſurpriſe them, bur that they might con- *' 


. fider beforehand, and if it were good for them, co 
deny or grant my requeſt at firſ# hearing, it would be 
good to do the ſame aftey deliberation. 

I ſtay'd ten days or thereabout,and then went my 
felf to both in perſon ; I found no pride, and no of- 
fence, bur all the civility, that becomes the gravity, 
candour, and dignity of fuch perſons: but I found 
they had not read my Sheets, ſo as either to have 
underſtood what I ſought, or conſidered whether it 
could be granted. Upon this I ſpared not to write 
again to both, for the informing them in ſhort, and 
yet in fl, what it was I defired,and I went again al- 
lo to one of them, thinking to have ſpoke with him, 
but he ſent me back word, I muſt come another 
time, he wasthen bufie. Whether chis Meſlage by 
his Seryant did ſignifie his unwillingneſs to be prel- 
fed any furcher,or that I ſhould indeed take a better 
opportunity when he had more leiſure, lam in doubt: 
but for the prevention of the fruſtrating an endea- 


your of this kind{if it may be conſcionably effected) 


I do- 
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I do upon this further pauſe judge it expedient, (if 
notneceſlary ) to add a Third Step to my Tio for- 
mer,before I go to any Biſhop more in this matter, 
For having by my ſelf and friends made ſome tryal 
of the Inclinations of more than theſe two of them, 
Iam induced to a recolle&ion upon the whole De- 
ſign,and to ſet my ſelf, if it be poſſible, to come yer 
to a cloſer point with them than I have already 
about the ſame, | 

It is not ( Iknow ) for any Chriſtian to judge of 
anothers Conſcience, which is known only to a man's 
own ſelf and God; and much leſs is he to make his 
Judgment the ſtandard or meaſure to another mans. 
Conſcience in this caſe is nothing elle but the inward 
Judgment of a mans Soul, whether ſuch a thing be 
lawtul for him to doin the {ight of God,or agreeable 
to God's will,or not. Every con(iderate man knows 
here his own Latitude, and after many a day and: 
years laying the thing to heart, I will, if I can, tell 
you Mme in this Caſe. | 

The Rule I lay down in ſubmitting to, or refu- 
ſing any Impoſition of men, is this. We mnſt /it downs 
and conſider what we believe to be. the meaning” of the 
Law-givers,and if we can ſubmit toit in that ſenſe or mean- 
ing which we believe theirs, we muſt do it : but if we believe 
their ſenſe to be ſuchags we canmot take it in that ſenſe, we 
muſt forbear it, and ſuffer. See the Book entituled, 4 
B 2 Peaceable 


(4) 
Peaceable Refolution of Conſcience touching our preſent In» 
poſitions, and the Margin of the Sheriffs Caſe, where 
that Book iscited. The bottom is this; The-Law is 
the Will of the Law-giver, and it is the Law:givers 
Meaning-is his Will, which you will-alſo find in-them 
both. 

By the way here I' cannot but take notice of the 
Seventeenth Propoſition, whicly is condemned in the late 
Decree of the Univerſity of Oxford, July 21. 168 3. An 
Oath: obligeth not in the ſenſe of the Tmpoſer but the Takers, 
for which they quote and condemn the Sheriffs Caſe, 
when the Polition or Rule, that all Dmpoſitions of our 
Superiours muſt 'be taken im-- the ſenſe and-meaniny of thoſe 
that Impoſe them, is the foundation of that whole -De- 

'termimation:. Theſe expreſs words are laid down in 
the beginning of itz. and thatthey may be obſery'd, 
there-isrhis Note in the Margin : To this Rule there 
#5 a double extream; The one is of thoſe who think a man 
muſt take every Impoſition in the ſtritt literal Conſtruion, 


and can ſubmit to it no otherwiſe : The other is of ſuch who. 


ſuppoſe that if a man can frame any Interpretation of- his 


own that is but reaſonable, he may take the words in- that 
ſenſe, and be ſatisfied. 7 he fiſt of theſe us ſo rigid,” that 


there is nothing to be Impoſed, but we ſhall ſtrain at it ; and 
the laſt ſo looſe, that nothing: can be Impoſed but we ſhall 
ſwallow it. Then is the true Megywn offered there, 


which you have here. recited befoxe. If youask now 
farther 


= OY —_ 


IS 


farther who this one and the other yet be, I will cell 
you. In the firſt Extream are moſt of the Noncon- 
formiſts : in the laſt are thoſe of the Conformiſts, which 
we uſed to call Latitudinarians, The name roſe up 
about the Uniformiry A&,and thisis the reaſon of it. 
A Latitudinarian is one that is, or was, againſt the In- 
poſition of indifferent things that ſtumble people; as 
well as the Nonconformiſt, Tas he is for the Submiſs1on, 
And this I ſay is the reaſon becauſe of his Latitude in 
the Interpretation. There was an excellent perſon, 
eminent in Learning, and of an incomparable 
Temper,now with God, the Reverend Dr. Whiſcot, 
( the Father of this ſort of men). who was - ſeveral 
times diſcourling with me, and maintaining the lat- 
ter Opinion, being liberally ready to affirm, that a 
man-might defend his Living with a Rational Conitru- 
Aion of an Impeſition by his Wit, as:he might his 
Purſe by his Sword ; but I was alwaies for holding 
him to the Meaning of the Law-giver, I have been ſor- 
ry methinks very much, that this ſuperlative wor- 
thy man is not yet alive, that I might talk with him 
about this Decree at Oxford, that hath here given 
Judgment for me againſt him in the buſineſs, whom 
Lwould have had convinced really in Conſcience, 
becaule that Opinion of his was not to be held, and 
I chought he did hurt others in holding it ; and I 
do therefore heartily thank the Univerſity that they: 


have. 
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| {6) 
' have: pickt up this Seventeenth Propoſition into their 
Decree, and condemned it, being a Tenent of ill 
conſequence, when Declarations and Oaths ſhall here- 
by be rendred but as ſo many Cobwebs, which may 
intangle a weak Judgment ; but thoſe that have Fit 
ſhall break through them, and the Magiſtrate ſhall 
have no hold-faft on any. Nevertheleſs, I thank not 
the Univerlicy for gathering this Propolicion from 
the Sheriffs Caſe, which profeſleth the clean contrary 
as they do. And if any ſuch Tenent therefore could 
be deduced from any. occaſional paſſage thereof by 
conſequence (or Logick,) ſo long as the Deſign and 
whole tp of it does bend de auſtria to the op- 
polite therennto, ſuch a Decree as affixes to a Book that 
Propoſition, against which it eepreſy declared, and then to 
burn the Bookfor it (if I may ule the words of no leſs 
than a Biſhop who had read both the Decree and Caſe) 
muft be very iniquitous, T put it in thele very words, 

becaule they are anothers, and he {pake them nor 
(IL will ſuppoſe) in diſhonour to the Hniverſuy, but 
the rather becaule he was told,it is ſome other Book 
they: meant under the Title of the Sheriffs caſe, and 

not this which I ſpeak of, and own, as propoling 
the ſame Doftrine which they do, and condemning 
the ſarne Propoſition. | 

To return, if upon mature conſideration, ac- 

cording to this Rule, 1 am perluaded that the mean- 
ing 
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ing of the Parliament who impoſed the Declaration 
which is to be ſubſcribed by me, if I go on, was no 
more than I have tendred in the Explication of my 
former Sheets, then do I not need to be beholding 
ro any Biſhop, who can give my ſelf the fayour of 
Subſcribing, and fo require his Certificate of courle : 
But if indeed (do what I can) I find my mind ill 
in ſome doubt, I muſt on neceſlity think farther. 
It was ſome years before I could tell how to ſub- 
{cribe that Declaration at all ( eſpecially as it waz. 
clogg'd till Eighty two) with any Explication. When 1. 
came tothink on an Explication, it was a good while 
longer before 1 could be fatisfied how to do it, un- 
leſs I might put my Explication to the words of the 
Declaration, and ſo {et my handto both together. 1: 
endeavoured therefore, and made tryal, whether 
I might have leaveto do ſo, but could not obtain it. 
I acknowledge the candid ingenuity, and courteous 
good will of the Dioceſan, but he made higher inqui- 
ſition. I bethought my ſelf hereupon of a leſs Re- 
queſt, that if I might by the Biſhops conſent be bur - 
permitted to write theſe words | According to a Pa-- 
per given into the Biſhop Iſubſcribe | in the Regiſters 
Book (as in the formerSheets, ) it appeared to me in 
effe@ all one as to {et my name to the words of the . 
Declaration with my Explication, ſo. long as ſuch a 
Paper was given in to him, I haye not been want- 


ing! 
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| arg therefore to try S. wich more than one Bi- 
{hop,whether (o little a fayour as this might be ob- 
tained, and I have intimated my luccels, ſo that the. 
Condeſcenſin that a man may reaſonably expect 
( wichout a Parliament ) from any Biſhop, totrult ro - 
ic,is ike to come tothis,to grant what the Law allows,if 
{ome of them will yer do thart. 

Here are Two Steps then I have made, and the 
Third 1 am to get up. 1 cannot ſubſcribe without an 
Explication, but 1 can ſubſcribe with one. That was 
the Firſt Step. If 1 ſubſcribe with an Explication, it 
is neceſlary that [declare my Explication, but it is 
not neceflary that my Explication and the words 1 
lubſcribe be put together in one Paper, or in the Re- 
Siſters Book. 1If it be ſinifiedchar Ido it with an Ex- 
plication, it ts as well, and in effect the ſame thing. 
This was the Second Step.It I may not ſignifie this in 
the Regiſters Book, 1 come now to conlider if 7 
publiſh ic in Print, and ſo notifie it both co Biſhop, 
Reeiſter,and allthe World, whether this really be not 
as well allo, as.if { were ſuffered todo ſo, and that 
for the ſubſtance, which will go to the heart of all my 
{cruples. And if in the upſhot this will ſerve, there 
is none can hinder me this Laſt Step, for 7 land me- 
thinks here upon my right (or upon Law) when my 
Randing was but precarious before. 

Well! I doconlider in the Sheriffs Caſe, to what 

Relſo- 
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Reſolution (or Latitude) the Author of that Paper 
came abour the Oxford Oath. Let us ſuppoſe a man 
convinced that the Interpretation offered in regard 
to the Oath, and inregard to this Declaration is pro- 
bably the very meaning of the Law-giver, bur he is 
not perſuaded beyond all doubt, and he would have 
ſomething for his relief in regard to that doubt. For 
an alleviation to this man, there is this paſlage in 
that Caſe. If aman is perſuaded in his Conſcience, the mean- 
ing of the Law-giver was no more than thus, he may ſub- 
mit,and make no ſtand; but if be believes their meaning was 
otherwiſe (or doubts that it was more than thus) he cannot 

wear or ſubſcribe but with limitations, and he muſt declare 
thoſe limitations, or forbear. But if be ſhall ſwear or ſubs 
feribe ( ſuppoſmg him one that doubts) with making a decla- 
ration that be does it in this meaning fuppoſing it the ſenſe 
of the Law-giver, and with theſe Explanatory Limitations 
to their meaning if in any thing indeed it be otherwiſe , if 
the Juſtices admit him to the Oath after this Decla- 
ration (for whether they admit the ſenſe or nor, it is 
no matter, becauſe they have no power in it) we 
are perſuaded (ſays that Paper) that his Conſcience may re- 
ceive ſatisfattion thereby, im his compliance with the Law in 
theſe Impoſitions, 

By the way again, from this place it is very like- 
ly the Oxford Convocation might gather the Propoſition 
before cited out of this ſaid Book ; bur iffo, I muſt 


C an{wer, 
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anſwer, Unleſs they are of the Opinion, that though 
a man refuſe an Oath without admittance to take ir 
with Limitation, and then does declare his Limita- 
tions, and ſo is admitted to it, he is yet obliged to 
perform ir being taken, in the full ſenſe of the Im- 
poler, notwithſtanding. thoſe Limitations, there is 
no difference berween them and the Sheriffs Caſe. in. 
this matter. Burt if that indeed be their Opinion; 
ler them ſpeak it out, and make this the condemned 
Propolition. 41 Oath taken with a declared Limitation 
to the ſenſe of the Impoſer, does oblige no farther than he hath 
declared beforehand, that he will be bound when he took it. 
This Propoſition I own in the bebalf of the Sheriffs 
Caſe ; if they condemn it, I-crave from them ſome 
illumination, That an Oath in-general mult be ta- 
ken in the ſenſe of the Impoſer, we agree, and that: 
a man that takes it, and ſays-nothing, is obliged to. 
the full ſenſe thereof ſo taken :. Bur if a man de- 
clares his Limitations, I ſuppoſe that Inſtance alone: 
of the Oath between Rahab and the Spies,does make 
the matter good on my-{ide beyond diſputation. Burt, 
ſure the Univerſity of Oxford can neyer differ with. 
me in this, and conſequently there is ſome mailtake 
here abour this Book. The Sheriffs Cafe.I-ſpeak of 
was firſt Printed 1680. and Reprinted: 1681. in 
ane Sheet, and then again Printed the third rime: 


with the Addition of the two Papers more making, 
four. 


(11) 
four Sheets and a half in all for the year 1682. and 
entituled, The Caſe of the Sheriffs, or third years Paper 
in regard to the At for Corporations, beg the Caſe alſo of 
the Diſſenting Miniſters m regard to the Ac+ at Oxtord, 
Whether this Payer (or Book) be the Sheriffs Caſe 
condemned and burnt by the Convocation, 1 mult 
take liberty to queſtion. T do. acknowledge my 
ſelf ro be a Son of that Univerſity, and I ought not to 
think unmannerly of my Mother. I ought not to 
think ſo many not only of Perſons, but Ranks of ju- 
dicious perſons could be ſo overly (nay fo diredtly 
out) in any cenſure. And why ſhould they condenm 
a Book that was never like to hurt any of them ? 
Why ſhould they really burn a Book that could never 
have been writ for the nonce by any one of thema- 
ſelves ſo much to ſerve them ? Why ſhould they 
Martyr an Innocent Book (let me lay yet, {eeing ſo ma- 
ny think it this) which hath certainly offered more 
roward juſtifying the Conformiſt ( 1 pray God it may 
not hinder any one man from a due ſenſe of his 
ſin, who. either went againſt his Conſcience, or 
knew not what he did when he Conformed), and 
helping the Diſſenters to Conform, than all the Books 
that were writ on their own ſide (which generally 
have waved theſe Political Points, where lay our 
chief {cruples) fince the 4 of Uniformity? T ought 
not above all,tothink them of ſuch a manner of ſpi- 
C 2 rit 
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rit at Tuiverfity, as if they did hate us for coming m, 
and yet hate us for being Nonconformiſts. 

If any perſiſt that this indeed is the Book which 
they meant and condemn'd, I muſt nat then leave 
that matter yet without ſome farther diſcuſſion. 
The Univerſity have charged the Sheriffs Caſe for af: 
ſerting that an Oath obliges not in the ſenſe of the In- 
poſer, but the Takers : The Sheriffs Cale lays expreſ- 
ly, 41 Oathmuſt be taken m the ſenſe of the Impoſer, and 
builds r-pon it, There are two queſtions therefore 
to be made of rhis. One, I wh « jenſe muſt? an Oath 
; be taken* The other, 4+ what ſenſe does it eblige being 
taken? If theſe be not made two, the: Univerſny will 
be guilty of Slander, and belying the Sheriffs Caſe, 
which is a thing noc eo be imagined: But theſe be- 
iog diſtinguithed, ic appears firaight that the Hni- 
verfaty and Sheriffs Caſe agree thus far, (as was ſaid 
even now) that an Oath-mult be taken in the fene 
of thoſe that hmpole it, and when it is fo taken, it 
obliges accordingly. The difficulty ariſes only when 
the Impeſers fenſe and. Takers do differ, and there are 


two: Cales herein to be propoſed, for there are no- 


General Rules ordinarily wikhout their Exceptzons. 
One is the Caſe of Miſtake, when a man does honeſt- 


ly take! an Oath in that ſenſe which he believes in 


his Coalcience'to be the very-ſenſe of the Impoſer,but 
he comes after: his taking it to underſtand the ſenſe 
7s) 


to be ſuch as he could 


. th bn 
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not, and would not have taken 
it, if he had underſtood the ſame before : The que- 
ſtion then is, Whether his Oath now obliges him to 
the performance in that fenle which really is the 
Fnpoſers, or that which he wnderftood tro be theirs 
when he took it, and elſe had not taken ir. I che 
Univerſity does hold that an Oath binds in the ſenfe 
of the Impoſer uaverfally even in this caſe of Miſtake, 
and all 8thers without difcrimimation, I defire the- 
Judicious to ponder well of ic, whether that be a 
mature Determination. The other Cafe is, when a 
man is not miſtaken, bur diftinguiſhes the ſenſe of 
an Oath beforehand, and declares the fenſe in which 


he takes it, except againſt that fenfe wherein he 


cannot take it: The queſtion then ſtill ariſes, Whether 
the Univerſtry do: hold the man is obliged to the 
Impolers ſenſe, notwithſtanding his Predeclaration ; 
and if they do, I mult leave it again to the berrer 
adviſed to conſider, whether this be a mature, or raſh- 
Determmation. If they determine the Point other- 


wiſe, how could. they condemn the Propoſition rhey: 


haye conderaned,, without explanation or  excep=- 


tion? In ſhort, unleſs ic be another Book they: 

mean, they have collefted their Propoſition our of. 

the Sheriffs Caſe very untowardly, and they: have as 
overly condemned it when they have to done: 

To pals on ; It is propoled farther in that mw 

| rift: 


"riffs Caſe, that a man ſhould moreover write down 

his ſenſe or limitations, and give. in his Writing (or 
that Caſe it ſelf, ſuppoſing it {peaks his full mind 
for him) tothe Juſtices, rogether with his declaring 
thoſe Limitations, which if he does in abundantiorem 
cautelam, he is like to be ſtill the better ſatisfied : Yer 
if he doesnot, |/o long as in words, or writing, a man does 
but declare as openly as he ſwears ( that it may be as 
much known,) that he takes the Oath but in ſ1@b or ſuch 
a lawful ſenſe (See the Quotation in the Margin of 
the Caſe), this isthe main there intended. 

There are two ways then for my ſelf here to 
take, to eſtabliſh me in my Reſolution. One is, if 
I can convince my Soul beyond doubt that the 
meaning ofthe Law-giver was no more than I pro- 
poſe in my Explanations : And the other is, it any 
doubt yet remains, to heal ic with the prepared 
Remedy. 

For the two firſt Clauſes of the Subſcription, they 
are all one (it is plain) with the two firſt Clauſes in 
the Oath, and it is really ſomething eaſter, in my 
mind, to ſubſcribe tothe ſame things in a Declaration, 
than to ſwear tothem in an Oath. The Contents of 
both Clauſes comes but ro this, That itis unlawful 
to take Arms againſt the King, or againſt his Autho- 
rity, when both are certainly to be held mviolable. 
To take Arms in the firſt Clauſe muſt be conſtrued 


Raymg 
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Raiſmg War or Forces, becauſe it is meant ſo on ne- 
ceſſity in the ſecond Clauſe. Nothing leſs can be un- 
derſtood by it againſt the Commiſsionated. The Com- 
miſionated are luch as have the Kings Authority. The 
Authority of the King in' this Realm is Royal, nor 
Lordly, that is, a Right to Govern according to Law. 
Thele perſons conſequently who have not, or pur- 
we not their Commiſvions according to Law, are not 
CommiſSionated, that is, have not, or exerciſe not his 
Authority, When this little Interpretation only is 
made, there are no Objections to be invented, but 
they may hereby receive a Solution. See the Mar- 
gin of the fir/t Sheer of that Caſe. And that this is 
the true ſenſe of the Law-giver, let the Second and 
ThirdSheets of the fame be conſulted. 

I am not indeed ignorant of, the many and hard' 
Caſes which are, and may be raiſed here by way of 
Objection, and which do. require therefore that I 
ſhould- ſpeak a little fuller, though I. am elſe un- 
willing, and this alone is. as much . as can be well 
born. The Learned and Acute Biſhop of Winton, 
who like another Caleb. in Divinity, does write after 
ayes as if he-were but Forty, (whether his Pen 
be for Fight or Government, for Polemicks or Politicks) 
in his late Book againſt Mr. Baxter ſticks not to 
aſlert, that the Legiſlative Power in this Realm does lie 
ſolely in the King, and yer doth make no doubt totell 
TY 


(16) 
11s for all that, wichothers, that the Government is 
not Deſpotical but Political, that is, as I call ir, Repal; 
which is thus explained by Bram, Non eſt Rex,ubi 
Voluntas imperat, non Lex. As the Apoftle therefore 
ſpeaks of his own Authority which was Spiritual,that 
he had none for Deſtruftion, but for Edification, and 
that he could fay nothing againſt the Truth, but for the 
Truth : So may we ſay of the Power of the King, 
which is Temporal, it is a Power according 10 Law, and 
for the Law, not againſt the Law. The King, and 
Fa Kings Officers can do nothing -againſt the Law, but 

"os 
Put the Caſe then that a Prince ſhould go about 
to Deſtroy his whole People, which is a Caſe put by 
Grotius from Barclay, as inconſ{iſtent with Ruling 
_ them,and the Biſhop forementioned anſwers, this is 
not tobe ſuppoſed of any man but a Mad-man. Bur 
ſuppoſe it replied, what if a Prince were a Mad- 
man, or fo mad, or ſavage as the Spaniard, who, 
when they had Conquered Mexico, Fiiſpaniola, and 
thoſe places, butcher'd ſo many thouſands of them, 
worrying them like Beaſts with Dogs? - What it a 
Prince were of the Spirit of the Duke of Alva, of 
Charles the Fifth, of the Iriſh, unto whom a hundred 
thouſand Hereticks were bur a Breakfaſt,and he could 
then Die preſently with another hundred thouſand 
of the ſame ? Suppoſe a Prince that would alienate 


his 


the Turks upon them, or ſell them for Slaves to a 
Forein Tyrant 2 What if a Prince would raiſe an 
Army out of one of his Dominions that were Þa- 
piſts, and bring it into another of them that are 
Protetants,and {wear that unleſs they will turn their 
Religion [that is, yield to be damn'd), he will burn 
them all, or exterminate them, according to the La- 
teran Council ; yea, though the ſaid Religion were 
by Law Eſtabliſh'd ? Thele are Caſes may be ſup- 
poled; Not that I imagine any ſuch in -good earneſt 
ever like to be. God forbid ! I am not a man of 
that complexion : but to the end I may make: the 
moſt of the Objection (for I had as good elſe eyen 
quite ſay nothing), I do anatomize the Scruples of 
"_ Brethren, laying them naked before all men 
of equal Judgment, who ' may conſider whether 
they are with, or without Reaſon, and ſearching the 
wound to the quick; I am willing fo to apply the 
Remedy, as at once to procure both the Adyerſaries 
Compaſſion, and our own Satisfattion. 

Suppoſe then it be demanded; whether a Ayne- 
dom or whole Nation have a tight by the law of 
Nature to defend themlelyes in theſe Caſes, though 
Particular Perſons have not ? I muſt anſwer, that:fuch 
Caſes as thele are ſo odious in the naming, : as: we' 
are not to conceive they came once into the _ 

D 0 


his Kingdom, as King John, That would bring in ; 
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fes; a5 one Corporation) who-impoſed this Declaration : 
andconſequently that they are not to be put, for 
the ſtumbling ſuch asare roſubſcribe ic : bur if they 
be ſuppoſed/and put, that it was the mind of the- 
Impolersthey ſhould be excepted, or excluded by. 
ſuch:an; Interpretation of the Commiſsionated, as is al- 
ready given. 

For, for inſtance but in one Caſe more that is 
eaſie and: obvious: Suppoſe a Prince of our Land 
ſhould {end-perſons for the Levying Money.on the 
Subje@:withour a Parliament, or Parliament-Tax : 
I-doubt not but-the Conſtables, Juſtices, or Sheriffs, 
might keep - the Peace in" the name of the King 

ainſt theſe men :- and that yet we may maintain 
it unlawful to-take Arms againſt thoſe that are Commiſe © 
ſionated by him, becauſe fach-as thele ( I have faid ) 
are-not Commiſzionated, or ſuch Commiſſions have 
no. Authority, and*are-no Commiſſions. The Con- 
ſtitution of our Kingdom is ſuch, as the King can 
Commiſſion no. fach thing. And when I have ſaid | 
ſain regardto-this one: Caſe which is the lower, the 
ſame Anſwer may- be given to thofe Caſes, which | 
are-bigher, account beyond diſputation. 

The Learned 41ni/#5. writes a Book ( I remem- 
ber) on this Subject, Non. licere- ſubditis ulla. ex _ 
caura legitimum- Principem arma fumere, He holds the 
| : Poſition, 


Poſition indefinitely in the affirmative, yet makes 
no ſcruple upon ſuppoſition of any ſuch a Caſe, to 
put in his Limitations : And wby may we nor 
conceive that when a Parliament impos'd upon us 
ſuch a Declaration as this, they did intend we ſhould 
ſubſcribe it no otherwiſe but in ſuch a Deterwtina- 
tion as the Learned who have moſt Loyally written 
for Monarchy, and againſt Rebellion, do maintain 
ſuch a Poſition ; that is; prout p:wdens defanierit 2 The 
Commiſsionated (TI lay ) are ſuch as have the Kings 
Authority. The Kings Authority is Political, and 
he can give no other, but what he hath himſelf, to 
any. If his Authority then be for the Law, and he 
has none againſt it; and if it be againſt the Kimg 
only, and thoſe Commuſsionated by hin, that is, a- 
gainſt his Perſon, and his Authority only, that we de- 
clare it unlawful to take Arms, I ſee not any thing 
lefs in the Objection (let what Caſes ſoever be put) 
but that this Declaration in the Two firſt Clauſes of it 
may be ſubſcribed. 

For the laſt Clauſe, | And 7 will Conform to the 
Lyturgy of the Church of England as it s now by Law 
Eftabliſhed let us compare 'it with the laſt Clauſe 
of the Oath, | and 7 will not at any time endeavour any 
Alteration of Government in Church or State} and ſure- 
ly methinks a mans heart will begin to beat much 
rathex at his approach to the takmy the latter, than 
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ſubſcribing __ But there is one thing inſtead 

of all to {atishe., This Subſcription is nor impoſed 
only on; Mmiſters; but. on: ſuch as Teach School, and 
Tutors:at Wniverſity; and it cannot be conceived the 
meaning of che Law-giver, that ſuch perſons in ſub- 
icribing this Declaration, ſhould be engaged to read 
Common-Prayer, but tg hear it, or go to Church, 
| or Chappel: Now, while I am a Miniſter wichout 
- any Place which requires my reading Commons 
Prayer, I am to be underſtood to: engage no-farther 
in my Conformaig to the Lyturgy, than ſuch: who are 
bound ro.lubſcribe, - and are no Miniſters (For if 1 
rook a Living, I mult ſubſcribe this Declaration again, 
which I ſhould not ſcruple to do in my former 
Sheets. Explication, but.in my ſtate, that have no place 
to officiate in; and ſeek none, I ſuppole that in 
the mind of the Law-giver I am- not yer bound ſo 
far ): and as for going to Church, it is what I a 
wont todo, without. Sub/cription. 

Neither is there any word in this Subſcription rhat 
confines the-Subſcriber ſo to go to Church, as that_he 
may never go to other Meetings upon any occaſion. 
It were excefſively;rigorous to-ſtretch-the words ſo. 
far, and thereis.not one'of a hundred that. would 
rationally gather that this was the Parliaments mean- 
ing by this Subſcription. If it. were,: I declare my 
Exception. . wht X 5 U 26M I 
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I muſt moreover ſignifie, that in Subſcribing, 
I will Conformto the Lyturgy, I do not oblige my felt 
to every thing whatſoever that is enjoyned in that 
Book, as 1do in general to go to Divine Service in 
the Pariſh Congregation. More particularly, in 
the Preface before the Prayers iris required of all 
Miniſters, chat they ſay daily the Morning and Evenmg 
Prayer either privately or openly, not being let by ſickneſs, 
or ſome urgent Cauſe , and 7 do not apprehend that 
by Conforming to the Lyturgy, it 'was the Law-givers 
meaning I ſhould be engaged to this, who'do nor, 
and will not engage my- lelf ro that which 1Iſhall 
never perform, for I ſhall uſe my own Prayers at 
home. Indeed I'think that what Miniſter ſoever 
does make the Declaration of afſent and conſent to all 
and every thing contained in, and preſcribed by that Book, 
he muſt be according, tothe Law. givers meaning en- 
gaged hereunto, for he does confent to all in regard 
rothe Hſe : And I ſhall not lightly therefore ever 
( I think) make chat Declaration, in thoſe words and 
no other. 

In fine, ifthe ſenſe of this Aauſe comes ro no 
more in my ſtate than going ro Church, and of” the 
other two ro no more than £ have delivered, then 
may 1 very ſafely yield to this ſubſcription, and if 1am 
to do What Tcan, both'in regard to the fifth Commantt- 
ment; and in regard to the nniting and ftrengthning 


the 


a 
the Proteſtant intereſt, and 1a regard to the uſe of my 
Mmiſtry (1 charge my brethren by the. ak bs 
theſe three things with me well to heart, for oy 
ly I ſtick: greatly for want of their company ) or 
at lealt the freer uſe of it, to preach in publick, then is 
ic not only lawful, but what it ſeems 1 am bownd to 
do.. Nevertheleſs becauſe 1am not certain, or. at 
leaſt not ſo certainly perſwaded of the mind of the 
Law-giver, as to be in regard to all particulars beyond 
doubr,and becauſe ſhall be apt to be railing ſcruples 
after, I muſt for the preventing my trouble, and 
ſecuring my peace, fly to thatretuge in regard to this 
Declaration, which 1s ſet open in regard to the Oath 
in the Sheriffs Caſe : And 1 do therefore make this 
preſent & publick declaration (1 crave: pardon for 
the neceſlary repetition ) that in this meaning, which 
I haveall along delivered, ſuppoſmyg it the meaning of 
the Law-giver, and with theſe explanatory limitations to 
the meaning, if in any thing mdeed- it be otherwiſe, 1 do 
ſubſcribe the Declaration required to be ſubſcribed 
in the A# for Uniformity, whenſoever I ſet my hand 
to the Biſhops Regiſters book; whom I delire by 
theſe preſents with all other any way concerned, 
ro take cognizance of it. And allo when I give my 
aſſent to the 39 Articles (if 1 give it) 7 do fſent 
with my Firſt ſheets foreprized explication, 


I know there is no body of a deliberate under- 
; ſtanding 


Randing, but he does and muſt make fome Tater--- 
pretation of the Articles (to ſpeak alſo a little of 
theſe) in which he conceives them true, or elſe he 
cannot aſſent to them according to his Conſcience, let 
ic be as large as it will, if he hath any at all: Bur 
I muſt profeſs this is not fatisfa&tory to mine with- 
out a declaration alſo of the ſenſe of ſuch of them 
(which you may ſee in my former ſheets ) as Ido 
{cruple. T will as honeſtly give my reaſon, and it - 
is,becauſe if I aſſent to the Articles and fay nothing, 
my Conſcience tells me I muſt Interpretatirvely be : 
thought to aſſent to them. in the ſenſe of the Impo- 
fers, that is.( as Thave been uſed to think) of" the : 
Majority of the Convocation that framed and decreed | 
them, and 7do verily believe their ſenſe to be 
ſach in ſome of them, as 7 do certainly in my Judg- 
ment diffent from ic. 1 might: inſtance in the 
18th and che. 11th Article, ba I refer to my, Two - 
firſt Steps, 

k may be faid, it is true it was the Convocation : 
decreed the Articles, but ir is the King that rati- 
fies them, and when the ratification is from his: au- 
 thority alone, it is he, is the {ole Tmpoſer. 7 anſwer, | 
this isa notion but newly riſen up in my miad, .and 
if it prove right after due canvaſſing, then muſt 
we look into the Declaration of, the King ( whe- 
therFames or Charles,or both) which is fet before the: 

Articles. : 


Articles, to, find out 


les, t what th 
ratified, and we have theſe words. We will that no man 
put his own comment to be the meaning of the Article, but 
ſhall take it in the literal and grammatical ſenſe. 
1 muſt ask here inthe firſt place, what was the 
Intent of the King when he faies he will have 
no man put his own comment on the Article ? Can 
any man indeed ſubſcribe : the Article and 'not 
make his own Interpretation? This were not 
ro ſubſcribe with Truth or Judgment ; #'on- 
ly he muſt not. make his ſenſe to be the meaning, 
that is, his private ſenſe to go for the ſole publick 
Interpretation, There is a latitude manifeſtly under- 
ſtood and allowed by the King in this literal and 
grammatical ſenſe, becauſeit is ſuppoled by him ; that 
all che (lergy though of different Judgments do ſub- 
{cribe them, and every one pleads them in favour 
of his own opinion. 1 mult ask chen{ next, whether 
this literal and grammatical ſenſe be to be underſtood 
with reference to the mind of the Convocation that de- 
creed theſe Articles, or without any regard to it ? All 
words ( we know ) are nothing but the lignification 
of the mind, that mind muſt be ſome bodies, 'and 
an Article having no' mind, but they that paſſed 
them, I ſhould judge thac the literal and grammati- 
cal ſenſe of an Article is the-meaning or mind of 
thoſe that decreed it, Interpreted or LoeRnen 
y 


at ſenſe is which is there 
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words wherein they have expreſled that mind or 
meaning, But ifthe Literal and Graramatical ſenſe 
which is authorized by the King's Declaration, be 
underſtood without any. ſuch reference, ſo that a 


raan:may frame for himſelf any ſenſe he can, ſo 


long as he makes it hold true in a Liceral,Grammas 
tical ſenſe, then muſt I confeſshere a great freedom, 
eaſe, and kind of deliverance appearing 'to me for 
my Aſlenting to ſome of the Articles which have 
moſt ſtumbled me, becauſe. in the ſenſe of thoſe 
that decreed them I could not do-it ( I will nawe 
particularly the 18th and 36th Article ).: Never- 
theleſs, in regard that there is, or may be, ſome 
other of theſe Articles as. hard:to be ſubſcribed in 
the Literal and Grammatical ſenſe, as thoſe two to me 
foreintimated in the ſenſe of the Convocation, I- do 
find my ſelf ſtill conſtrained to keep to my forega- 
ing Declaration. That is, if 1 take the-liberty-:(;1 
ſay). of an Explication, and Declare: the ſame, the 
Biſhop and all the World do ſee how I aſſent to 
them, which-is, in a Dodhrindl Interpretation, and with 
which 1 anythen methinks well ſatisfied, :- Bur if .I 
make no Explication, or it Luſe-nowords abour'it, 
I muſt be conſtrued to aflent to them; in the 4» 
thentick Interpretation; and whether that be. the {tric 
Literal \and: Granmgtical foie, authenticated gg 
ricky ing, 


Roy, or the ſenſe in which they were at firſt decreedi 
or paſſed, it will come all to one, T have no way 
without the courſe 1rake, to eſcape preyarication. 
This is my Conſcience, and 7go by it, | 
To return to the Subſcription, it may:be-que- 
ſtioned,inthe end whetherit be lawful coSub/cribe a. 
Declaration or Swear an Oath' with an Explication, if it - 
be ſuch-as includes any reſtriftion orlimicarion to the 
ſenſe of the Impoſer. For Anſwer therefore to this, 
' £.do premile that if any -man Subſcribe or Swear 
to an - Impoſition,, without making any Declaration 
about it,he-muſt frame nolnterpreration in his mind 
but that-which he believes to be the very meaning of 
the Law-giver; orelle he prevaricates, or. equivo- - 
cates (his- mind and words being not equal), which 
i5to ſin againftTruth : Bur if he does declare himſelf 
before he Swears or Subſcribes, I take that to be.no- 
thing but far aealing,and another marter. Oaly I muſt- 
yetmake a difference between a:mans declaring him-- 
ſelf upon Conviftion- that the ſenſeof che Impoler-is ill, - 
and ſuch as he- cannot Subſcribe but by. vertue - of- 
that Declaration : And his declaring »pon.doubt only, - 
that is, being perſuaded as to--the mainz 'that the- - 
ſenſe of the Impoſer is no other but whar is good, : 
or what he- car-Subſcribe, - and yet - there remains - 
ſome doubtretarding him. In the one caſe 7 think: 
there is-more xeaſon-for a man to pur the queſtion,” 
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which yet 1ſhall ſpeak to by and by : When in the 
other I think the declaring-a mans ſelf is a Salve {o 


proper to the Malady, and {o innocent, as I ſhould be 


ſorry if any queſtion ar all be made of the Lawful- 
neſs of it.” For the Truth is, Ido account the de- 
termination of this Caſe in regard to the frequency 
of ir, ſo needful, that if there were nothing. elſe 
in the Sheriffs Caſe beſides that, ic were fit to be 
Printed for its ſake. This being premiled, I an- 
{wer directly. | 

1. If there be anyevil.in chis, ic mult be either 
in regard to the Fifth Commandment, or che Ninth. 
Eicher becauſe it is againſt our duty of Obedience 
ro the Higher Powers, .or againſt our Duty of Sin- 
cerity or Truth, Here is no fin againſt Truth 
and Sincerity, for therefore do 1 make my Explicas 
tion, that I may not forſake Truth, but keep my 
Smcerity in. what I do: And here is no fin of Di/- 
obedience, -becaule the Law of God ſuperſedes that of 
Man ; and when1 do what Icanin regard to the 
.one, I muſt do.no more (and x think declare it) by vir- 
tue of the other. | 

2. 1fa Poſition be capable (note 1 ſay capable, 
not if uncapable) of a good ſenle, and a bad, and 
the bad lenle were the ſenſe of the Impoſer, and yet 
I ſubſcribe it in the good fenſe wich profeſling' my 
Exceptions againſt the bad, and that be as well 
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| (28). | | 
""Rown; as that Thave "ſubſcribed, I do not fi 
4 hereby *againt\Tth, becaufe I ſubſcribe not in- 
red in this cafe to'tlie' Poſition of rhe Tmpeſer,” "bur 
to-mother- which I can 'fubſcrtbe. You may ſay, 
« mornhincy ny mes _ ow the Law. '1 anſwer, 
20 Cheat, - which ligntftes ſomething difhoneft, ' bue 
an honeſt Avoidance Fix or lawful Fe gh i 
equivocation , "mental referyarion , 'or Jefuitical 
Erick), which all -that'do not ſubmit to it, do 
uſe in ſome other way as they can, withour' ſin. 
Indeed, if he that is' to' take my Subſcription, or 
my Oath, will, after 1have made my Declaration, 
refuſe me upon that :account' -faying , Thi i not 
the Oath Tmpoſed, and 7 cannot: accept it) , he may pre- 
vent my paſſing, but if he does not, (and will ler 
me go off with another, "which ſerves as well, or 
better), ſee no evil in it by him or me, ſuppo- 
*Rill no detriment: to the Pablick in the buſt- 

neſs.” "If you'zsk'then/how ſhall a Certificate be gi- 
Mick alles L have ſubſcribed, 1 muſt confeſs, un- 
leſs I-may write fccording to a Paper delivered m to. 
the Biſhop T ſubſcribe, and lo ir be certified like- 
wiſe, Yccordingt0.4 Paper delivered in be hath ſubſcri- 
_ bed, . Iſee not how a Certificate ſhould. be other in. 

ders 

But +3. 1 thank God 'this 4s not the cafe here 
in good earneſt, for the-Explication-whigh 1.do give 


ns 


(2p) 
of this Subſcription, arid ins which (as-reſpetting 
. me) it: may'be cleauly: ſubſcribed, 1is the. very>ſeciſe 
Lic Telf (dl {uppole ) of 3the Law-grver; infomuch as 
I thiok:therefore'£ ſold my elf foruple no farther, 
and (that. another 4n/my-Read: 2yowd! nor; randneed 
..not.:: Only beidg/ conſcious of fome former wound 
-on my-mind, : 1am forced to:(provide again{t my 
own infirmity. And the -xrurhs is; -4t115-1n- this caſe 
alone I dare init ſo-nuch-on what 1do, referring 
the -other:caſe : before co the Judgment of the more 
-aflured, | and. 40--my\ own: farther, conſideration : 
When fan Impoſition ( I\ay?) be indeed ſuch as. 
that the ſenſe thereof is:really doubtful, or T indeed 
doubt of the Law:givers:meaning therein - (eſpeci- 
ally:if awmy beliet L.encline-more co think the good 
fenſe theirs rather chan the eul)-.1 canner appre- 
hend any: means more honeſt, or to proper, as-{nch 2 
Decloration.of.ones: elf mentionedifor-the: keeping a. 
good Conſcience :(or.catherfar fatiifying:theilame) 
in what-a man does.. --And-now-jf-the Biſhop then. 
herein, and all good men wwll; os: dv,- bear with 
me, I do.them-no;hurt, and they relieve:me:;: Bear 
Jr one anathers burdens ({ays the Apoitle:?), and |ſo fodf: 
the-Lawaf Criſs: : Y 

Ic remgins only, that 1,g0-to {ome Biſhop aker. 
1;have Printed: my Paper; \and:. give: ie. bm.” At 
when he bath. read ir, hethinks my, Explanations : ( - 

| tenle), 
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--think-otherwiſe,' let him'chuſe hethet he will ad- 
.*mit me.” + I am not to be ſollicitous about his 
thoughts,ſo long 'as I have diſcharged my ſelf. He 
\cannor” refuſe me in Law, and I in my Conſcience 
"have wy ſatisfaftion. Ler him but read my Papers, 
or let me'( orhis Chaplain) fignifie the Contents 
'to him, and all is brought to this Period, 
Before my going off, that | may underſtand 
' myſelf,” and be underſtood, there are Two things 
I amto make my Application for, to the Biſhop, 
'or Biſhops ; For a Certificate; For a Licence. 
For the Certificate, ' That is to be granted of courſe 
-upon *.my 4ubſcribing the Declaration requi- 
red in the Uniformity 4. In order to ſubſcribe ir, 
I made in'my former Sheets Two Steps. The Furſt 
"was, I defired liberty to explam the Declaration, and 
then to ſet my hand to it in the ſame Paper with my Ex- 
plication, This being not granted, and the way of 
Subſcribing { as I am informed ) being by the Re- 
-yifters inſerting that Declaration in” his Book, and the 
Miniſters putting their Names only to it, my Se- 
cond Step or Requeſt hath been that I may do ſo 
with the liberty - of writing theſe words, 4ccordmg to 
a Paper delivered in to the Biſhop, 1 ſubſcribe, What 
-hort-ic could be to any Biſhop, for-me to-ſublcribe 


thus, 


_ be 


clius, that is, with theſe words.in his Regiſters Book, 
Lam ignorant, either fromthe Law, or- from. the 
Canons : . Bur becauſe I am apprehenſive how apt: 
the Biſhops themſelves are to {ulpect tit as dange- 
rous,. or though: ſafe, not to alloy it, - becauſe jm-: 
gular, -1 am. put upon a procedureito\a Third Step in' 
theſe ſecond preſent Sheets, which is, the capacitating 
my ſelf againſt the need of more Condeſcenſion than the Law ' 
| allows, if-no other can be had ; and this hath-not been' 
alcogether unprepared before/.in my thoughes. It 
1s.no {in for a, Biſhop to: read my Sheets, if-I pre-- 
ſent them to him, no breach of the Law, or of the: 
Canons. If-he do read them, .or:hath read them, 
and-[ know that, - 1 ama free.then to:{ſeek' to be ads! 
mitted: - 1} he will notread my. Paper, or hear the- 
| Contents, then will noc 1 neither Ibſecte it he 
will, or hath, and-would nor after admie:me upon 
that account] ſhall acquielce w his-pleaſure ; but 
ſo long; as I offer to {ubicribe as/others do; he can-' 
not refuſe me an; Admilon, nor a Certificate, becauſe! 
the Ac of. Parliamenc does require it. «© 7 
For a Licence then. to/Preachy” the: matreri{ confets' 
i5-not alrogether the.ſame. Here is:a May; there was - 
a Myſt. In the Biſhops (granting Licences; they go” 
ordinarily upon the Canons, | andthe 36thiCanon re»: 
quires; Three-Points-'or- Articles:to- be fubſcribed, 
with an Fgo lbeprer Er:ex anims ſubſcriboi: Upon thols:: 
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(32) 
tetms T-ſecki not'a Licence, ( 1 cannot, 7 never ſhall 
believe). .but upon the 4G for Uniformity, where we 
| may find theſe words. ::41d be it further Enafted 
That no Perſon ſhall be allowed to Preach, &c. unleſs be 
be Licenſed by the Archbiſhop, or Biſhop, and ſhall in 
the preſence of the ſame Archbiſhop, or Biſhop, read the 
39 4rticles of Religion, with a Declaration of his unfeigned 
Aſſent to the ſame. By which words it appears that 
though the Cajtons require Two Points more than AC 
lenting to the 39 Articles, a Biſhop ( ar leaſt the 
Archbiſhop) may juſtifie himſelf by this 48, if he 
require but that one, that is, if hegive me a Licence 
only upon my Reading m his preſence, and declaring 
my. Aſſent to the 3 9 Articles of Religiom. And why 
am I to Read the Articles in his preſence, but that ir is 
to be ſuppoſed the: mind of the Law-giver, that he 
may examine me thereupon, if he will, whether I 
underſtand them, | or how 2- And if ſo, I muſt 6n 
neceſlicy explain my ſelf, and conſequently it is ſo 
far from being againſt Law to accept of my Aﬀent 
with an Explication, that it ſeems rather the intent of 
the Law-giver thatit ſhould not be taken without. 
| Note moreover, To-come tor a Licence upon a 
man's being Beneficed in a Diocels is one thing, and 
to ſeek a Licence for Occaſional Sermons is another, 
The Canon does impoſe its Subſcription ' upon all 
that have atly Liying;Le&ure,-or Preferment'in the 
| Church, 


LEY 


Church, but for #liberty co Preach meerly on occa- 
fion, without any Publick Emolument, x1 think no 
ttiore needs be required than what is made neceſla- 
ry by the 4 of Uniformity. 

Let the Canons be conſulted, the Biſhops will 
find this true, that if they ſhall give a Licenſe for 
Preaching to any that have Benefice, Living or Le- 
ure in their Dioceſs, wichour requiring of him the 
- Canonical Sublcription,they are obnoxious to a pe- 
nalty ; but whar is it ? why ſuch a Biſhop ſhall be 
fuſpendedfor a year from doing fo any more, That 
is in effe&t all, and how rarely was that penalty ir 
ſelf ever executed upon any? But if he give a Li- 
cence only for Occaſional Preaching, where a man 
hath no Dignity, Living, or Lecture in the Diocels, 
let the Order of the Canons be inſpe&ted\ they will 
find no penalty inflitable for that. And if there be 
no penalty to be found in ſuch a caſe, quod impunz 
f##4 poteſt, I muſt urge, id lizet ; and the Licet then ap- 
pearing, there can be no queſtion remain but upon 
the Libet only. 

And: now-whether the Biſhop or Biſhops will 
deal with me, as he may, according only to the .A#, 
or will ſtand with'me-upor the Canons, which he 
may chuſe, the Lord knows. I have reaſon to doubt. 
If my Requeſt be granted, it is well ; I will ſay of ic 
as Lot laid of Zoar tt is a ey "ongzand my Miniſtry 

- TO ET" ſhi 


\ 


not be got to make a Step: farther to-, what Z canmot 
for anything, or.ariy. body , (through Gods-grace): in 
tke world: | 
T muſticonfeſs- moreover, that-7 am my ſelf ex4 
ceeding timerous, and backward'to the doing any 
thing in order to Miniſterial Conformity, alchough I 
am for coming to Church. as a:Pariſhjoner, even more, 
forwards:than-chers ; for jc. hath ſtill been my pra- 
Qice, and | have. been engag'd in my Opinion and; 
Books. againſt Separation. - My fears about doirig; 
this:are Jecrer and dark,and/ whether it be Skperſtition, 
only; or aliquid «>, ſome Impreſs from God, .it'; is 
forolght I'ſce.unevitable ;; ſo that am notlure jf 
the Biſhops at-laſt would let me,, whether.that, will, 
Edo:not uſe here any 'calou{(God is my winels}, but, 
E peak with a feeling care.as I; would of my-Lyfe::$&; 
Lmuſt therefore conclude .thys-. As: on-the, part; of, 
cheBiſhops, 7 they will ; So og my part. allo, it it be, 
right, if is. becmeet, if I be clear jn' my, Soak, if 1 Far. 


. domn- w7 ot] "34 CMV 11.90 
y JOHN BUMPRAK,... 
| COT NEU 
| II 1 »] 112pa4b yl, 
. FI NF Ss" S 10 bi;t 0% 
4 wh Rn... FRE 


+ LIBRARY @ 
4#8810%% 


ſralltive; lee | but read my Papets, Ar d advait nag; © Kh -4 
Lask no-more. "But if they will not grant it, I hays - | 
. done;:.for when I have gone fo. far as 7can,  Iayill I 


